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Tue Royat Commission ON EXPERIMENTS ON 
ANIMALS. 


It is now not far from three years since the Royal 
Commission on Vivisection—to give it its proper 
titlek—commenced its investigation, but as yet no 
report has been issued. Probably the general 

ublic is beginning to wonder why, and certainly 

in one quarter which scarcely represents popular 
feeling there is an impression that the report is 
being withheld too long. Towards the end of last 
month, the Research Defence Society addressed a 
letter to the Home Secretary. pointing out the 
delay, and asking for the issue of the report to be 
hastened. It may be hoped that this will not be 
witbout effect. 

Already the Commissioners have spent more time 
in deliberating upon the evidence they received than 
in hearing it. They began to take evidence in 
October, 1906, and, on December 18th, 1907, decided 
that they bad heard enough. Once again, in March, 
1908, they met to hear evidence upon a special 
sa but, with this exception, the hearing of evi- 

ence ceased practically eighteen months ago. Un- 
doubtedly a great deal of evidence was accumulated 
during the preceding fourteen months, but it cer- 
tainly seems that ample time has now elapsed for 
its sifting and consideration. 

Important as the question of animal experimen- 
tation and its restrictions is to physiologists, it is 
even more so to pathologists. More workers are 
engaged in pathology than in physiology in this 
country ; and the pathologist, in addition to utilis- 
ing animals for research work, constantly employs 
them to aid in the diagnosis of individual cases of 
disease. Moreover, the “ inoculation experiments ” 
of pathologists are perhaps the most likely of all ex- 
periments upon animals to be the subject of special 
recommendations in the Commission’s report. 
These experiments fall within the provisions of the 
existing Vivisection Act of 1876, but in the very 
early days of bacteriology when that Act was 

ssed, they were comparatively seldom practised. 

ince then they have assumed quite unforeseen 
importance, and now form the vast majority of ex- 
periments performed under the Act. Obviously, 
therefore, they require special consideration. 

No veterinary surgeon would wish to see all 
restriction and supervision of animal experimenta- 
tion removed, and there is not the least likelihood 
of such a result. The Commission is composed of 
representatives of both sides, and it is highly 
possible that a minority report will accompany the 
main one. But the nature of the evidence which 
was given and has since been published renders it 
very unlikely that the Commission will finally result 
in an increase of the existing restrictions. 


FRACTURED PELVIS IN A COW. 


Subject.—A roan, cross-bred, roomy cow, down 
with the third calf. 

History.—I was called in to see the above cow 
on Jan. 16th. The owner informed me that he and 
his man calved her on the 14th without the 
slightest trouble, the calf being born very quickly 
and with scarcely any traction. They were sur- 
prised, however, to hear a crack as the calf’s hind 
quarters were passing through the pelvis. 

Next day, the 15th January, he found the cow to 
be lame and rather stiff on her right hind leg with 
some considerable swelling between the hip joint 
and the external angle of the haunch. 

On the 16th he was frightened on finding a large 
bony swelling on the left side, extending several 
inches above the sacral spines, so thought it time he 
had some further advice. 


On my arrival I found the vane prominence on 
the left side, to be due to a complete dislocation of 
the sacro-iliac joint. Whilst on examining per 
rectum I was able to detect a fracture of the neck 
of the ilium on the right side, which accounted for 
the swelling and lameness first noticed on that side 
on the 15th. 

The cow was very lame and weak, but could get 


up of her own accord for a few minutes and then 
drop down again. 
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The case seemed hopeless, so I advised slaughter, 
but as the cow was a good milker and owner was 
very short of milk he decided to try her for a few 
days. To our — the cow gave four to five 
aaa of milk daily, although she was unable to 
stand for more than five minutes at a time for two 
or three weeks. As time wore on she gradually got 
stronger, was able to stand longer at a time and 
exercised herself in the box, although she was 
always very lame and awkward in movement. 

Eventually she was sold three months after 
calving to another dairyman living out of my dis- 
trict, for him to milk her for a few weeks before 
slaughtering. So unfortunately I was unable to 
make a post-mortem. 

Remarks.—The case seems interesting in that it 
should follow such a simple case of calving, and 
also that she should milk so well whilst being unable 
to get up much and exercise herself. 

W. Waters, M.R.C.V.S. 
Blofield, Norwich. 


ABSTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS. 


RuptTurRE OF THE BLADDER DURING PARTURITION 
IN A MARE. 


Nizet, of Momalle, records this case. The sub- 
ject was a six-vear-old mare, eleven months and 
three days advanced in her first pregnancy. Being 
a valuable animal, she was kept under close obser- 
vation ; but nothing abnormal was noticed till the 
day of accouchement, except that the abdomen was 
very pendulous, the flanks being hollow, and the 
lower part of the abdominal wall greatly distended. 

About 4a.m. on the day in question, the mare 
showed symptoms premonitory of parturition — 
slight sweating upon the neck, uneasiness, repeated 
movements of the tail, etc. These symptoms were 
accompanied by repeated and frequent micturition, 
the mare urinating seven times in one hour, accord- 
ing to the owner. A violent expulsive effort then 
took place, followed by the discharge of a little 
liquid from the vulva. The mare then lay down, 
and a globular organ appeared between the lips of 
the vulva, which the owner at first took for the 
fetal membranes. Recognising his error, he got 
the mare up and summoned Nizet, who, living near, 
was able to attend immediateiy. 

Nizet found the mare sweating violently, and in 
great pain and uneasiness. A very superficial 
examination enabled him to recognise a coil of in- 
testine, increasing in size with each of the pains, 
between the lips of the vulva, The hand intro- 
duced into the vagina easily followed the intestine, 
and penetrated with it into an opening of the vagina 
having smooth and thick edges, which did not con- 
vey the sensation of a rupture. This was, in fact, 
the greatly dilated meatus urinarius, through which 
the intestine was escaping in constantly increasing 
volume. 

The mortal complication of rupture of the bladder 
was thus evidently present, but Nizet nevertheless 
determined to attempt the extraction of the foal 
alive before destroying the mare. 

He therefore passed his hand into the uterus and, 


at the edge of the pubis, encountered two feet of 
the foal, the toes being ge asinan anterior 
resentation in the vertebro-sacral position. Upon 

urther examination, however, the presentation 
proved to be a posterior one in the lumbo-pubic 

sition. Despite the coils of intestine which had 
invaded the pelvis, Nizet succeeded in delivering 
the foal alive, but it died on the third day after birth, 
not thriving upon artificial nourishment. 

The mare was destroyed immediately after the 
parturition, placed upon her back, and opened. A 
large mass of intestine was then immediately 
visible, engaged in a rupture of the floor of the 
bladder, and passing from thence through the 
meatus urinarius to appear outside the vulva. 

Nizet drew back all the prolapsed intestine by 
traction upon the portion not yet engaged in the 
vesical rupture, and then studied the lesions of the 
urino-genital organs in detail. 

The bladder showed an antero-posterior rupture, 
its direction with relation to the pubic symphysis 
being somewhat oblique. 

The rupture extended from the postero-superior 
aspect of the bladder to the inferior aspect as far as 
the neck, thus involving the whole floor of the 
organ. The meatus urinarius was greatly enlarged, 
its diameter in the dead animal being about three 
inches. 

Two wounds were found upon the inferior aspect 
of the uterus and its serous covering, these being 
respectively about seven and ten inches from the 
bladder. The one nearest to the bladder was two 
to two-and-a-half inches in breadth, and involved 
both the serous and muscular coats of the uterus. 
The other was neither so severe nor so deep; the 
serous membrane alone had given way, and the 
muscular coat was very little damaged. 

When the interior of the uterus was examined, 
two complete rupture of the mucous membrane 
were found, corresponding to the external wounds. 
The size of one was about three inches, that of the 
other at least two. 

Nizet bases the following explanation of the 
accident upon the post-mortem lesions and history. 

In the first place the foetus, being very large, 
bad caused considerable relaxation of the abdo- 
minal muscles. The womb, borne down by its 
weight, rested with its contents upon the floor of 
the maternal abdomen, much below the pelvis. 
When the first uterine contractions began, the two 
hind feet of the foal had glided upon the abdominal 
wall, bearing with them and becoming entangled in 
the uterine folds, and had become engaged in the 
pelvis surrounded by an uterine fold. They had 
thus compressed and irritated the bladder, causing 
the frequent scanty emissions of urine observed by 
the owner. Then, the mare being standing upright, 
the violent expulsive effort previously mentioned 
bad imparted an impulse to the foetus which caused 
one or both of its feet to perforate first the uterus, 
and afterwards the vagina. The mare then lying 
down, the consequent pressure upon the intestines 
in all directions had caused them to enter the 
vesical rupture, dilate and protrude through the 
meatus urinarius, and so appear at the valua.— 
Annales de Méd. Vét. W. RB. C. 
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THE ANNUAL DINNER. 


The dinner on the occasion of the annual meeting of 
the R.C.V.S. took place at the Trocadero Restaurant 
(Balmoral Rooms), Shaftesbury Avenue, on Wednesday, 
June 2nd. Sir John M‘Fadyean (President) being in 
the chair. 

The PrestpENT, who was received with applause on 
rising tu propose the toast of “The King,” said his only 
regret in doing so was that he had not to do so a week 
ago; then they could have drunk His Majesty’s health 
on the eve of the day when a king’s horse for the first 
time won the Derby. (Hear, hear.) It seemed the irony 
of fate that six times out of seven, to the inconvenience 
of many, their annual meeting should conflict with the 
Derby, and on the one occasion when it would have 
been an advantage to have them on the same day they 
were on different days. (Laughter). In a country where 
everybody was loyal it was difficult to distinguish, but 
he ventured to say that there was no profession or call- 
ing of which the members were more loyal than the 
members of the veterinary profession. (Hear, hear). He 
gave them the toast of His Majesty the King. 

The toast was received with enthusiasm, the company 
joining in singing the first verse of the National 
Anthem. 

Prof. MAcQUEEN proposed the toast of “The Navy 
and Army.” He said he was exceedingly proud of the 
position that he occupied. He bad been called upon at 
short notice to propose the most important toast of the 
evening. He did not know what their connection was 
with the Navy, but he daresay some of them went down 
to the sea in ships occasionally ; and those of them who 
were acquainted with the examiners would know that 
those who crossed to Ireland occasionally had very in- 
timate experience with a portion of the Merchant Navy, 
at any rate. But he understood that the Navy to 
whose success they would drink was largely composed of 
Dreadnoughts (Laughter) and other large ships. He 
could not say much about the Navy ; it seemed to him 
an untried force. It might be capable of very great 
things. No doubt it would be proved when the time 
came. As to the Army, that was a very important 
branch of the Service. There, again, he was a little 
astray. When he knew something about the Army he 
was not asked to say anything about it. That evening, 
because he happened to know nothing about the Army, 
he was asked to pro that toast. He had been try- 
ing to understand the Territorial Army for some time, 
but that was about as difficult as the Bible. He used to 
understand the arrangement of Volunteers, Yeomanry, 
and the ordinary walker, but now he had got mixed. 
However, their connection with the Army was much 
more intimate than their connection with the Navy. 
He noticed, however, that the developments in their 
science, or at least in their department, were not so 
rapid or so continuous as the developments in, say, 
motor traction. It looked to him as if there were an 
inclination on the part of those in anthority to super- 
sede the horse in war. Certainly that animal was ver 
nearly superseded in peace. That fine march that too 
place down to some part in Kent, when so many motors 
conveyed so many hundred men, was a very grand 
thing. But he noticed that there was also a further 
inclination to employ more motors in connection with 
manceuvres. Horses were still employed, but that was 
a mere bagatelle. A horse, of course, was indispensable 
to the officer. But coming to their own department, 
the Veterinary Department, he had to say something 
which was distinctly favourable according to his view. 
At the present time he thought the Army Veterinary 
Service was in very first class condition, and the exist- 
ing state of the Service was largely due to the efforts of 
the present Director-General, Major-General Smith. He 


had, the speaker thought, improved the Service wonder- 
fully. When he said “ the service,” he did not mean the 
collective service, but the individual unit of the service. 
By his good example and by his precept he had succeeded 
in waking up the Army veterinary surgeons, and it was 
about time. (Loud laughter). He would like to except 
from his remarks those who bad entered the service 
within the past ten years. Before that time he (Prof. 
Macqueen) thought the British Army Veterinary Service 
was a splendid example of idleness. (Renewed laughter.) 
He noticed a letter in 7'he Veterinary Record the other 
day fron: a man who had been a veterinary surgeon in 
the Army, and he seemed to exploit that as a credential 
of ability. It occurred to the speaker when he read 
it that it was the most abject apology for unfitness that 
a man could possibly resort to. (Laughter), Of course 
that man was one of the past time. The present race 
were very much improved. He had very great pleasure 
in proposing the toast, coupled with the name of a 
distinguished member of their profession, Capt. Olver. 
Capt. Olver had seen service, and he was one of those 
connected with the Army Veterinary Service of whom 
they ought to be proud. 

Capt. OLVER thanked them for the very kind way in 
which the toast of the Army and Navy had been re- 
ceived. Although he was bred in the West Country, 
where the Navy was a household word in every home, 
he was afraid he could not claim any intimate connec- 
tion with the Navy. They had all seen a great deal in 
the papers recently about the condition of the Navy, 
and the number of Dreadnoughts required. He was 
afraid he was not competent to say how many were 
needed ; but while they had the same blood and the 
same traditions as won their battles under Drake, in the 
days of the Arniada, they need not be afraid that the 
Navy would fail them in the day of need. (Hear, hear). 
With regard to the Army, he could speak with more 
familiarity with the subject. It had been said that 
the a ie the Veterinary Department had not 
escaped the stigma—was the refuge of the dilettante. 
How far that had been true in the past he could not say; 
but he was sure they were all very much interested a 
very glad to hear from Prof. Macqueen that at present 
the condition of the Army Veterinary Corps was a better 
one. There was no doubt that now a great deal more 
was demanded of the whole Army, including the Veteri- 
nary Corps, than in previous times. In days gone by 
anything in the way of original or scientific work was 
very often looked upon as impracticable, and the mic- 
roscope was regarded somewhat with the awe attaching 
to the unknown. Now, he thought the veterinary sur- 
geon of the Army who had to serve in all sorts of 
countries, where at any moment he might be called 
upon to deal with conditions of which he had had no 
previous experience, recognised that the microscope and 
scientific research was his only standby ; and now, by 
the aid of post-graduate courses, and other means of 
education, most young officers of the Corps were able 
to use the microscope practically in dealing with con- 
ditions which otherwise they would know a 
about. In the past the Veterinary Department 
been described as the Department of lotus-eaters ; and 
he was sure they were all very glad to hear that that 
term no longer applied. He thanked them all for 
the very kind way in which they had received the 
toast. 

Mr. D’Arcy Power said that the toast list was sh 
and the entertainment so good that he might be excu 
if he did not take up much of their time. Still, as a 
Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, and so belong- 
ing to a sister profession, he thought it was very satis- 
factory that he shonld be asked to propose the toast 
of the R.C.V.8., because those who knew the history of 
the professions would understand how very much 
surgical profession in England owed to R.C.VS8, 
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Years ago, the early books on English surgery com- 
plained year after year, year after year, that the whole 
of the surgical practice in England was in the hands of 
the veterinary profession to the exclusion of themselves 
(the surgeons), who thought that they ought to have had 
a legitimate sharein it. Little by little, after the estab- 
lishment of the R.C.V.S., that surgical practice passed 
out of the hands of the veterinary surgeons to the 
surgeons, and the veterinary surgeons confined them- 
selnes to their own work. The connection between 
English Surgery and veterinary surgery had always 
n a close one. From the beginniag of the founda- 
tion of the ray 2 of Veterinary Surgeons, many 
English Surgeons had been attached not only to the 
College of Surgeons, but to the Veterinary College 
itself, partly as teachers, partly from the general 
interest which they had always felt in veterinary work, 
and it was for that reason that they owed, he thought, 
agreat debt to the R.C.V.S. Whenever any of those 
surgeons went to their Society, the latter always learnt 
a very great deal from them, because they threw light 
on many problems which to them in surgery were obscure. 
Their President himself, Sir John M‘Fadyean, when he 
used to come to their Pathological Society, had over and 
over again put them straight in extremely recondite 
problems. (Applause). He was, as they knew, not only 
perhaps the most shining example at the present time 
of a medical man, but was also a very distinguished 
veterinary surgeon. The fact that they had appointed 
him over and over again as their President was conclu- 
sive as to the esteem in which they held him. (Cheers). 
Therefore he had the very greatest pleasure in pro- 
pws the health of themselves, the R.C.V.S., coup- 
ing with that toast the name of Sir John M‘Fadyean. 
he PrEsIDENT thought he need hardly say that he 
regarded it as a great honour to be there as President of 
the College, replying to that toast. He thanked them 
for the way in which they had received it. No one 
could have pro the toast in a more sympathetic 
manner than his own friend and former colleague, Mr. 
D‘Arcy Power, and he tendered him very hearty thanks 
for what he said about their profession. Though he 
said it in the nicest way possible, the speaker con- 
fessed he felt a little ashamed to hear that their repre- 
sentatives in the past had been poaching on surgical 
ctice. (Laughter). He did not know of it before. 
ut it struck him that perhaps that was why the 
Medical Officer of Health was now so anxious to inspect 
cows. (Laughter). At least, their part of the profess- 
ion ap to be determined to get a little of their 
own back again. As most them knew, his (the Presi- 
dent’s) year of office was drawing to a close, and, as most 
of them also knew, it was his third year of office. He 
had just been thinking how comparatively little had 
been accomplished during those three years. “ No, no.”) 
He could not forget that it was on the occasion of the 
first annual dinner, when he was President, that he re- 
ferred to the Veterinary Snrgeons’ Bill, and very rashly 
expressed the hope that it might become law during his 
of office. ell, it had not yet become law ; it was 
still only a draft Bill. It had not even been introduced 
into Parliament. That was what at least one opponent 
of the Bill described as “indecent haste.” (Laughter). 
He could not help thinking that Methuselah, in his 
youth, if he had spent two years in drafting a Bill, would 
not have been said by his contemporaries to have been 
in “indecent haste.” Nearly everybody knew what was 
the explanation of that “indecent slowness.” It was 
because the Council had had to encounter a good deal of 
what he might call both internal and external opposition 
to the Bill which he believed nobody foresaw. If they 
were not already bored about the Bill, he would like to 
be allowed to say a word or two with reference to both 
those sorts of opposition. The threatened opposition to 


the Bill had, as everyone knew, come from representa- 
tives of agriculturists. In so far as that was an opposi- 
tion to the first draft of the Bill, he should be very sorry 
to say that there was not some justification for it; be- 
cause the penal clause which appeared in the first draft 
of the Bill was worded that it might have been so con- 
strued as to bring within its sphere of operation people 
that they had not the slightest mind to touch at all. As 
soon as the Council realised that, the Bill was amended. 
He thought most of them on the Conncil confidently 
anticipated that by that amendment of the penal clause 
the opposition from agricultural representative would 
entirely disappear. He was happy to say that for the 
most part the opposition did then disappear ; and he 
would like to take the opportunity of saying that it had 
been a source of great gratification to the Council that 
the premier agricultural society in the country, the Royal 
Agricultural Society, had never opposed the Bill at all. 
(Hear, hear). He regretted equally that the other great 
Agricultural Society in the kingdom had not yet inti- 
mated that all its objections to the Bill had been met. 
He referred to the Highland and ——- Society. 
As there had been in his view a gcod deal of misrepre- 
sentation with regard to what was the attitude of the 
Highland and Agricultural Society towards the Bill, he 
wanted to state what that really was. It had recently 
been held up as a bogey to the pvofession that if that 
Bill were proceeded with the Highland and Agricul- 
tural Society would use their powerful influence to so 
amend the Bill, or even the existing Act, as to leave 
them absolutely defenceless against oe. That was 
the most absolute nonsense. In the first place, they 
had reason to be thankful that they were not going to 
submit the Bill tothe Highland and haplniennl lieder 
as if they were the Lords and Commons rolled into 
one ; and in the second place it was an entire misrepre- 
sentation of the attitude of the Directors of the High- 
land and Agricultural Society to say that they were 
anxious to limit all powers of dealing with quackery. 
They had from that Society the most explicit assurance 
that so far from desiring to interfere with their rights 
and power to prosecute people who falsely represented 
themselves to be qualified veterinary surgeons, they 
would be quite agreeable to see their powers in that 
direction extended. (Hear, hear). Yet the fact remained 
that the Highland and Agricultural Society was not 
satisfied with regard to the terms of the existing draft ; 
and they would naturally want to know what was the 
int of difference between them. Well, the difference 

e believed was not as to the extent of the powers of 
dealing with quackery that ought to be committed to 
them in the public interests, but a difference as to the 
legal interpretation of the existing Act, and of the draft 
Bill. The Highland and Agricultural Society main- 
tained that the Veterinary Surgeons’ Act, and the 
penal clause as it stood in their Bill, until lately 
gave powers which would enable veterinary sur- 
geons to prosecute farm servants for castrating 
lambs, or cutting their tails, or even for paring 
sheeps’ feet. He believed that it had seriously been 
thought by some Agricultural Societies that that was 
actually a main purpose of the Council in preparing a 
Bill for Parliament : That they wanted to penalise un- 
qualified persons who pee such trivial and casual 
operations as that. They knew their own minds better 
than any outside person ; and he thought they would 
egree with him that the notion was not only erroneous, 
but that it was absurd and preposterous that they ever 
desired any such powers. But inasmuch as the High- 
land and Agricultural Society and the Council did not 
apparently hold divergent views as to what their powers 
ought to be, since the dispute was merely one as to the 
hraseology of the Bill, the difference ought not to be 
irreconcilable. (Hear, hear). — that, they would 


be able to judge of the ground there was for trying to 
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frighten the profession by saying that if that Bill were 
proceeded with owing to the action of the Highland and 
Agricultural ag mg they should be landed in the posi- 
tion they were in before they got the Veterinary Sur- 
geons’ Act. 

With regard to the internal opposition to the Bill,. 
which had been organised to a large extent by members 
of the Council, he did not propose to say very much. 
He had no desire to intensify the internal opposition to 
the Bill, and especially in view of the election which was 
declared that day, he though that the supporters of the 
Bill could afford to be generous. (Hear, hear). He was 
inclined even to make an appeal to those who had been 
opposing the majority of the Council, and, as it turned 
out, the majority of the profession, and to express the 
hope that they would ncw recognise that they had the 
majority of the profession at their backs, and that they 
would fall into line and help them to obtain a measure 
which he thoroughly believed to be necessary in the 
interests of the veterinary profession. He was even 
sanguine enough to think that in the annual meeting he 
saw sigos of an unexpected kind that the opposition 
might in the future be not quite so bitter as in the past, 
because one of the very ardent opponents of the Bill 
admitted that those who were opposed to him had a 
conscience. (Laughter). That might not appear to be 
very much, but they had to remember the quarter from 
which it came. However, he was not sure whether he 
meant that there was one conscience for all the members 
of Council who did not think the same way that he did, 
or whether they had a conscience each. Perhaps they 
would find out that in future. 

If they would allow him, he wanted for a moment to 
refer to another matter. This occasion was, in an infor- 
mal way, the annual dinner of the R.C.V.S., and he at 
least was enormously pleased that it had been such a 
success. (Hear, hear). He had threatened to extend 
the toast list by putting a new toast, and asking the 
meeting to drink the health of the man who was mainly 
responsible for the success of it. (Cheers.) He was not 
going to do it, because that gentlemen threatened if he 
did he would leave the room. (Laughter). But he (the 
President) did feel that it was somebody’s duty to make 
that acknowledgment, and he now didso. There had 
already in his hearing been some discussion as to why 
that informal dinner had been so much more successful 
than the formal dinners in previous years. He 
heard various explanations offered. He was satisfied 
that he had found the correct explanation. It was 
because Mr. Hunting took it in hand. (Applause.) 

Mr. HountinGsaid he rose not to thank them for their 
observations, but to offer a little explanation. When 
the dinner fell through, he diagnosed the state of affairs, 
he thought correctly, that really it only wanted an 
opportunity for the usual flow of attendance. He there- 
fore asked a few friends and the profession generally if 
they wished to have no annual dinver or if they did ? 
His duties were something like the plumber’s. The 
water supply gave out ; there was really nothing wrong 
with the cistern or the pipe; it only wanted the tap 
turned on. 

Dr. J. McI. McCatu said he had the honour to bring 
before them the toast of “The Visitors,” and he felt 
rather at a loss in the remarks he was about to make. 
The position was rather different. As a rule the visitors 
were their official guests, but that evening he understood 
they were simply the guests of the individual members 
attending that meeting. He knew too little about those 
visitors. No person had informed him. All he could 
say was that those who were responsible for the enter- 
tainment were the gentlemen who had asked them to 
come there that evening. If they had not been enter- 
tained to their satisfaction, and would simply tell him 
in what the members of the R.C.V.S. had failed, he 
would be pleased to move that a vote of censure be 


passed upon those various members. (Laughter.) At 
the same time he could say clearly that he thought any 

rson who wasa guest of a member of the R.C.V.S. was 
ikely to have had quitea amas entertainment. (Hear, 
hear.) Speaking from his own point of view, he 
thought they had had a very pleasant evening ; that 
their entertainment, both in the way of speeches and 
frow the platform, had been an excellent one. There 
was one gentleman whose name was in front of him and 
whom he poopenst asking to respond. He knew alittle 
about Major Woods, and knowing a little about him, he 
(the speaker) might be allowed to say a few words on 
that subject. Major Woods had several claims on their 
consideration. One was that he was a man who 
devoted a considerable amount of his time in forwarding 
the interests of the Auxiliary Forces, otherwise he 
would not have the title of “ Major.” He thought they 
must now consider that any man who had gained that 
position in the Volunteers Forces must have spent a 
very large amount of time and done a lot of duty to- 
wards his country. (Hear, hear.) He was deserving of 
their consideration from another point of view. He 
understood that Major Woods had occupied a very im- 
portant municipal position in Chelsea. He had been 
twice Mayor of Chelsea, which meant that he had devo- 
ted long and arduous hours to the duties which fell 
upon any person who held that post. The third ground 
on which Major Woods deserved their consideration was 
that he was a friend of Mr. Mulvey’s. Mr. Mulvey, as 
they knew, was one of the oldest members of Council. 
He (Dr. McCall) thonght Mr. Mulvey had his doubts 
whether he would still be returned. (No, no.) Those 
doubts he was pleased to say had away, and he 
now occupied his old post. They hoped that for many 
years he would continue to do so. (Hear, hear.) 

Major Woops, on behalf the visitors, tendered their 
very best thanks for the kind and sympathetic way in 
which the toast had been proposed and received. [If all 
the other visitors felt as he felt, he might safely answer 
the challenge which Dr. McCall gave, and say they had 
nothing to complain of in the manner in which they had 
been entertained. They had had some excellent and 
instructive speeches. They had had an excellent musi- 
cal programme, and lastly, they had been most hospit- 
ably entertained. It had been a great privilege to him, 
and he was sure his brother visitors would think the 


had|same, to be a guest at their hospitable board. He 


thanked Dr. McCall particularly for the very kind re- 
marks he had made about himself aren many of 
which he had not, he thought, really deserved ; and he 
might express a hope that on another occasion, when 
there were members of the R.C.V.S. meeting together, 
they would give him another opportunity of coming and 
accepting their hospitality. (Hear, hear). It had been a 
great privilege to him to — the hospitality of his 
old friend, Mr. Mulvey, who had worked side by side 
with him in Chelsea in municipal matters, and was a 
most important and useful member in that locality. He 
thanked them for the very kind and sympathetic manner 
in which the toast had been received. 


TUBERCULOSIS AND THE MILK SUPPLY. 


By J. Matcotm, F.R.C.V.S., Veterinary Superinten- 
dent, Birmingham Corporation. Read at ional 
Meeting of the Royal Sanitary [nstitute, Birmingham, 
May 8th, 1909. 

The problem of tuberculosis and the milk supply con- 
tinues to attract widespread attention. This continued 
public concern is a natural result of the general belief 
in the danger of using the milk of tuberculous cows, and 
is probably all the greater by the uncertainty that has 
prevailed as to the extent of the ae 

The interest so markedly aroused by Koch’s memora- 
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ble pronouncement at the London Con in 1901 ‘has 
since been maintained at a relatively high state of ten- 
sion by the publicity given to the findings of the Royal 
Commission and other causes, notably the work and 
writings of some of our leading Health Authorities. 
Much of the interest recently evinced by the inhabitants 
of Birmingham in this question is due to the publication 
of the reports illustrating the extent of infection in the 


milk supply, and to the powerful educational influence 
ane from Dr. Robertson, the Medical Officer of 


You will not now expect more than a brief allusion to 
the relation of bovine to human tuberculosis. Nor will 
you look for any detailed account of the prevalence of 
the disease in Midland herds; the extent of this as 
evidenced by the degree of infection in our milk supply 
has been dealt with elsewhere, and a brief reference to 
the facts observed in the examination of dairy herds, 
of milk, and of carcases at the abattoirs must now 
suffice. You will, no doubt, however, desire to discuss 
more fully the most appropriate means for eradicating 
tuberculosis from our herds ; also whether eliminative 
regulations should at first be devised merely with the 
view of minimising the prevalence of tuberculosis or of 
securing its ultimate eradication ; and, further, whether 
eradication can be effected with certainty without any 
great disturbance to trade, excessive labour, or undue 
cost, having regard to the end in view. 

The importance attached to this question of freeing 
cattle from tuberculosis is indisputable. By no other 
means than extirpation of this disease can the public be 
safeguarded effectually against the risk of milk-borne 
bovine tuberculosis. oreover, besides affording neces- 
sary protection to the public, the elimination of this 
scourge would relieve cowkeepers from much worry and 
anxiety now entailed, save them and farmers generally 
from losses by death and depreciation of affected stock, 
conserve the food supply by obviating the destruction of 
otherwise valuable meat, and settle the meat warranty 
question. 


Tue RELATION oF Bovine TO HUMAN TUBERCULOSIS. 


Before 1901 many were inclined to regard tubercu- 
losis in cattle as the chief source of tuberculosis in man. 
Koch largely dissipated that by his pronouncement that 
the disease in man and animals was not the same, but 
his then view, that it was unnecessary to take any pre- 
ventive precautions with respect to infected milk, can- 
not be accepted. Koch’s assertion of the practical harm- 
lessness of infected milk has been absolutely refuted by 
the Royal Commission’s investigations. No one 
ventured to impugn the accuracy of these, save in one 
case only, that cited by Koch at Washington, respecting 
which it is suggested that the possibility of an error in 
interpretation was not excluded. The Commissioners’ 
conclusions can now safely be accepted, and therefore, 
using their own words, “there can be no doubt that in 
acertain number of cases the tuberculosis occurring in 
the human subject, especially in children, is the direct 
result of bovine tuberculosis, and there can also be no 
doubt that in the majority at least of these cases the 
bacillus is introduced throngh cow’s milk. Cow’s milk 
containing bovine tubercle bacilli is clearly a cause of 
tuberculosis, and of fatal tuberculosis in man.” 

Some reference, however brief, should be made to the 
fact that some difference is now generally accepted as 
existing between the causal organisms of tuberculosis of 
bovine origin and human origin. Theobald Smith was 
the first to point ont a difference, and subsequently 
others confirmed his observation. With respect to the 
difference the Commissioners find that there are at least 
two types of bacilli, a human type and a bovine type, 
distinguished frem each other by their virulence and 
cultural characters, the bovine type being much more 
virulent and growing more slowly and sparsely on cul- 


ture media, but besides there appears to be an inter- 
mediate group of varying degree in culture and viru- 
lence. As a rule the bovine type of bacillus only is 
found in cattle, but both types of bacilli, as well as 
bacilli of the intermediate group, are found in man, the 
human type, however, much the more frequently. In the 
nearly related strains of the intermediate group transi- 
tional forms might be expected, but the persistence and 
constancy of character pertaining to tubercle bacilli gener- 
ally is evident even in the nearest related strains, and 
despite some instability observed in one or two instances 
no transition from one grade to another has been estab- 
lished. Whether transition takes place is, therefore, 
still undecided. But, on the other hand, the fact that 
bacilli of the bovine type give rise to lesions in man, in- 
distinguishable histologically from lesions of tubercu- 
losis of human origin, is established. The difference in 
the lesions the bacilli give rise to is one of degree and 
not of kind. With regard to this the report is very 
definite. It says, “ relating to the effects of the bacillus 
of bovine and human tuberculosis we find that these are 
one and the same, save that those of Group II. (the 
human type) are markedly less in degree.” 

It should here be observed that Koch, while now 
accepting the possibility of alimentary infection in man 
by bovine bacilli, still claims thet phthisis in man is 
invariably associated with the human type of the 
bacillus. Further inquiry on this latter point is prom- 
ised. No one questions that much the most common 
source of tuberculosis in man is infection by man except, 
perhaps, Von Behring and a few others who may agree 
with him in regarding intestinal infection of bovine 
origin in children as the ehief source of pulmonary 
tuberculosis in human adults, nor does anyone now ques- 
tion that the human subject may be affected with ali- 
mentary tuberculosis of bovine origin, though there are 
no reliable data as to the frequency of its occurrence. 
In forming any estimate of this we have mainly to rely 
upon the records kept in children’s hospitals of the cases 
of alimentary or intestinal origin revealed there. The 
majority of these are said to be of bovine source. To 
these cases in the young have to be added those that may 
occur in adults. 

The resolution unanimously passed at Washington, 
“that preventive measures be continued against bovine 
tuberculosis and that the possibility of the pro tion 
of this to man be recognised,” is unmistakeable evidence 
of the general view now held regarding the transmission 
of bovine tuberculosis to the human subject. 

In the words of the Government’s delegates, “this 


has | clears the way for active administrative measures against 


tuberculosis in man of bovine as well as human origin.” 

It isa point of much interest that during the contro- 
versy initiated in 1901 the official view in Europe and 
America og | has continued in practical accord 
with that here. The regulations previously or since 
adopted and still remaining in force there are eloquent 
testimony tothis. Even in Germany official opinion has 
not wavered, as is clearly proved by the number of 
institutions that have been established to deal with 
bovine tuberculosis, and the regulations that have been 
laid down in connection therewith to saf man 
against infection through milk or meat. 


Tue PREVALENCE OF Bovine TUBERCULOSIS. 


The first-hand information we possess in respect to 
this has been chiefly obtained from three sources, viz., 
(1) from testing dairy herds with tuberculin ; (2) the 
infection found present in samples of milk ; (3) from 
observation of the disease in our abattoirs. 

‘uberculosis in Dairy Stock.—In our experience the 
degree of tuberculosis in different herds as revealed by 
the tuberculin test varies ae reactors ranging from 
7.7 to 85 per cent. On one small farm where there were 
13 cows, 12 of which were home reared and 1 recently 
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p all were free except the purchased one, 
which, needless to wd was speedily disposed of. This 
is in keeping with the general experience that in herds 
where the cows are young and mostly home-reared, 
relatively few are found affected, whereas where the cows 
are may old and purchased-in, the numbers affected 
are usually high. During the last eighteen months we 
have, in the immediate neighbourh of Birmingham, 
tested 603 cows, of which 229 reacted, giving as a result 
38 per cent. affected. 
‘ubercle infection in milk.—Of the samples of milk 
taken by the Assistant Veterinary Officer of the Cor- 
ration, and examined by Professor Leith and his staff 

tween September 13th, 1906, and July 31st, 1907, 11 

r cent. were found to contain living tubercle bacilli. 

f the samples taken from August Ist, 1907, to March 
31st, 1909, 9 per cent. were infected. This shows an 
appreciable reduction of infection in the milk in the 
latter period, and it may be mentioned that this is most 
manifest in the later samples taken. One would like to 
think this is evidence of a beneficial effect of the Health 
Authorities’ action in the matter. An approximately 
similar degree of infection is found in the milk supply 
of other towns. While these percentages demonstrate 
the extent of milk infection they do not prove that the 
whole of the infection is excreted with the milk. 

No one doubts that the chief source of the infection 
in milk is tuberculosis of the udder, but that a part of 
the infection may be otherwise introduced was clearl 
indicated in the age on “Tuberculosis and the Mil 
Supply in Birmingham,” issued in October, 1907, as the 
following extract shows :— 

“In connection with this, the research work of 
Schroeder and Mohler, recorded in Bulletin 88 of the 
United States Bureau of Animal Industry, shows that 
not only the milk secretion, but the excretions of tuber- 
culous animals may be prolitic sources of tubercular in- 
fection. They claim, in fact, that their experiments 
prove that the digestive tract is the main channel by 
which tubercle bacilli leave the bodies of tuberculous 
cattle. If this be accepted, no one who has witnessed 
the milking of cows will question the possibility of tuber- 
cle bacilli gaining entrance to milk in cases mbes there 
is no mammary tuberculosis. Clearly, this probable 
source of milk infection cannot be disregarded, and since 
no tubercular animal, whether in-milk or not-in-milk, 
living in cohabitation with dairy cows can be exeluded 


urchased, 


from being a possible source ot danger, the necessity for 
keeping all tubercular animals apart from the dairy stock 
is apparent.” 


We have striking confirmation of the accuracy of the 
surmise that tubercular infection in milk might ibly 
be of an extraneous origin, recorded in the 3rd Interim 
Report of the Royal Commission, issued January, 1909. 
In their summary the Commissioners record as 
follows :— 

“The faeces of five naturally tuberculous cows, out of 
the total number of six so far investigated, have been 
found to contain living and virulent tubercle bacilli. 

“Three of these animals, cows B, C and F, were 
severely diseased, and were eliminating large numbers 
of tubercle bacilli. . . . . 

“Two of the cows, A and D, were in apparently excel- 
lent condition of health 

“* Tuberculosis was present in the uterus of each of the 
severely infected cows, and the uterine disc con- 
tained numerous tubercle bacilli.” 


These findings must have a most important influence 
in the framing of future prophylactic measures. 

This report is of further special importance in that it 
authoritatively establishes the fact frequently asserted 
by Dr. Rabinowitsch and some others, that cows severely 

ected with tuberculosis may excrete tubercle infec- 


tion in the milk without the udders presenting any evi- 
dence of tubercle. 

T is in the Abattoir. — The post-mortem 
observation of tubercular disease in animals in abattoirs, 
if recorded in all, would afford a reliable indication of 
the prevalence of tuberculosis in cattle, but observation 
of the numbers found affected in any se Yd abattoir 
is applicable only to the animals slaughtered there. 

That this is the case is evident by comparing the num- 
bers and percentages affected of the different classes of 
bovine animals slaughtered at various abattoirs, = 

An outstanding feature of such figures is the insigni- 
ficant degree of infection in calves, and the relatively 
insignificant degree of infection in oxen and heifers. 
Bulls generally stand next to cows in the percentage 
affected. 

With respect to cows, the figures published from time 
to time clearly support the belief that bovine tubercu- 
losis is mainly a disease of the dairy cow. Tuberculosis 
in man has been not inaptly termed “the curse of city 
life.” In cattle it is not less surely the curse of dairy 
life. Ido not think [ should be far from the mark in 
estimating that relative to their respective numbers 
tubercnlosis in cows is five times more common than in 
bulls, and fifteen times more common than in oxen or 
heifers. 

DraGnosis oF TUBERCULOSIS. 


The power to diagnose tuberculosis accurately is 
for the success of eradication measures. 
Thanks to tuberculin, diagnosis now presents no 
difficulty in ordinary cases. In advanced stages of the 
disease a clinical examination suffices. In early infec- 
tious stages clinical examination may advantageously be 
supplemented either by bactericlogical methods or the 
tuberculin test. In the non-clinical, non-infectious 
cases, tuberculin is indispensable. On it alone is reli- 
ance then placed. Besides subcutaneous and intra- 
muscular injections, several other methods of employ- 
ing tuberculin have been tried. The more recent are 
the cutaneous and ophthalmic methods; in neither of 
these is there thermal reaction, nor does the reaction by 
either ap to be so reliable as that by subcutaneous 
injection. In doubtful cases, or where fraud is suspect- 

, either of these methods, but particularly the oph- 
repeatedly, may employ: vantageously with the 
ordinary method. Serum diagnosis has also been used, 
and some experimenters have claimed for this method a 
degree of accuracy equal to that by tuberculin ; but it 
has not been used to any extent here, and I cannot speak 
on this point from personal experience. 

In using tuberculin it has to be remembered : (1) that 
oeres pe to infection of an animal there is a varyin 
period of incubation, or apparent latency, during whic 
no reaction to tuberculin takes place ; (2) that tuber- 
culin testing and immunisation vaccination induce a 
state of tolerance to tuberculin ; (3) that dosing with 
anti-pyretics interfere with the thermal response ; (4) 
that occasionally an animal in advanced stages of the 
disease fails to react ; (5) that owing to ill-health, undue 
excitement, excessive exercise, etc., an unusual rise of 
temperature occasionally occurs after the test in non- 
tuberculous animals ; (6) that while tuberculin accurately 
reveals the existence of tuberculosis, it gives no indica- 
tion of the extent of the disease. 

The non-responsive incubation period is usually under 
a month, but depends to a certain extent upon the dose 
of infection. In some experimental cases recently re- 
corded, a well-marked reaction occurred in all cows 
infected on their being tested thirty days afterwards ; 
and when no visible evidence of disease could be found 
on post-mortem, the accuracy of the reaction was proved 
by inoculation experiments with gland scrapings. 

The state of tolerance induced by testing vaccina- 


= | 
— 
4 
4 ' 
} 
ua 
g 
LIMI 


840 


THE VETERINARY RECORD 


June 12, 1909 


tion experiments varies in degree and duration. “It is 
usually accepted that after one test another cannot be 
relied npon till a month later ; but Vallée has shown 
that when donble the dose of tuberculin is used, and 
records of the temperature taken at the 2nd and every 
subsequent two hours up to, as well as at the ‘usual 
times, a definite reaction may be obtained in most cases 
almost immediately. Occasionally cases are observed 
that do not react at a second half-yearly test that have 
reacted at the first : some of these may be evidence of 
actual recovery, but it is not always safe to act on this, 
for it is impossible to say off hand in which cases non- 
reaction is evidence of recovery and in which it is merely 
prolonged tolerance. 

In cases where the possibility of medicinal doping is 
suspected, a close continuous observation of the subject 
for some hours prior to injection is necessary ; if this is 
done and the observation maintained until expiration 
of the usual reaction period, the risk of making a mis- 
take is much lessened. If doping has been attempted 
the thermal reaction may be in default, but there are 
usually some other indications of a clinical reaction on 
which a correct diagnosis may be made, or at least 
suspicion aroused. 

he few advanced cases of disease that fail to react to 

tuberculin give little trouble, the clinical examination 

many attempts, many of them interested, have 

been made to throw doubt upon the accuracy of the 

tuberculin reaction, but the more tuberculin is used and 

the results tested the more reliance is placed upon it. 

n competent hands, where no chicanery has been used, 
a definite positive or negative reaction can be accepted 


as decisive. In no other disease of animals probably, 
except in glanders, can the accuracy of the results be 
relied upon so confidently as in tuberculosis diagnosed 


with tuberculin. 
(To be concluded.) 


Chair of Veterinary Science at 
Sydney University. 

The appointment of a Professor to fill the Chair of 
Veterinary Science at the Sydney University has for 
some time been a subject of speculation amongst veteri- 
narians. No appointment has yet been made to the 

ition, but it is understood that the Senate and the . 

partment of Agricuture have been negotiating with a 
view to the transference of the services of the N.S.W. 
Chief Inspector of Stock from the Government to the 
University. Mr. James Douglas Stewart, who holds that 
position, has notified his intention to accept the new ap- 
pointment, and the Agriculture Department’s official 
sanction to the transfer will probably be given in a few 
days. Mr. Stewart studied for his profession under his 
father, who was a skilled veterinarian, and later at the 
Royal (Dick) Veterinary College, Edinburgh. He has 
been connected with the Stock Department for about 
11 years, and 18 months ago succeeded to the position 
of Chief Inspector. Mr. Stewart is an Australian by 
birth, and is very popular amongst his brother officers, 
while his sound professional judgment has won the 
esteem of stock-breeders all over the State.— 7'he Sydney 
Morning Herald. 

The post carries with it a salary of £900 a year, with 
a pension at the end of 20 years of £400 per annum. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS 1894 tro 1903. SUMMARY OF RETURNS. 


Foot- 


Glanders | Rabies. 


Anthrax. | and-Mout (including Cases heep] swine Fever. 
Period. Disease. Farcy) Confirmed. | Scab. 
Out- | Ani- | | Ani-} Ont-| |other| Out-| Out- | Slaugh 
mals. mals. mals. | te 
Gr. BRITAIN. Week ended June 5] 24 32 5 39 | — 
1908. 23 28 19 27 1 74 356 
Corresponding week in 1907 .. | 25 29 16 52 3 93 283 
1906 14 | 14] | 92) 43 
{ 
Total for 23 weeks, 1909 646 859 273 1054 453 777 7189 
18 555 | 7288 3 | 112 369 1206 626] 973 | 4535 
Corresyonding period in 1967 550 | 748 420 | 1007 393 | 1138 | 5410 
1906 464 692 498 935 282 549 2822 
Hoard of Agriculture and Fisheries, Parasitic Mange. 
June 8, 1909. Outbreaks. 
IRELAND. Week ended May29|] | .. | -- 4 | 
eS ee 1 1 12 137 
ding Week in { 1907 .. ee es oe ° ° 1 1 1 62 
1906 1 2 15 
Total for 22 weeks, 1909 8 3 45 273 28 354 
1908 .. 4 7 20 260 22 Svea 
Corresponding period in {igor 1 8 43 159 57 1035 
1906 .. 2 3 ee 8 10 41 14l 81 452 . 


Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, (Veterinary Branch), Dublin, June 2, 1909 ~ 


Nors.—The figures for the Current Year are approximate only. 


* As Diseased or Exposed to Irfection, 
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The Milk and Dairies Bill. 


A meeting of the Tuberculosis (Animals) Committee 
was held on Wednesday, June 2nd, at 16 Bedford Square, 
at which the following, among others, were present :— 
Lord Northbrook (Chairman), Lord Kenyon (Vice- 
Chairman), Messrs. Charles Adeane, Richardson Carr, 
Ernest Mathews, W. J. Morton, and Harold Swithin- 

k 


nk. 

The following resolutions of the Sub-committee, ap- 
pointed on February 3rd last, were unanimously 
adopted :— 

1. That the Committee are strongly of opinion that 
if the milk of cows affected with tuberculosis of the 
udder and of cows clinically affected with tuberculosis 
was excluded from the market, the danger to public 
health from: bovine tuberculosis would be redu toa 
minimum. 

2. That in the interests of public health the time has 
arrived when cows suffering from tuberculosis of the 
udder, or from tuberculosis clinically recognisable, should 
be slaughtered and adequate compensation should be paid 
ont ot Imperial funds. 

3. The Committee also recommend that in the event 
of legislation on these lines, the importation of milk 
should not be permitted except from countries in which 
measures of like reliability are in force against bovine 
tuberculosis. 

The Committee proceeded to consider the Milk and 
Dairies Bill, presented to Parliament by the President of 
the Local Government Board on May 28, and, on the 
motion of Mr. Adeane, seconded by Mr. Richardson 
Carr, it was unanimously resolved :— 

“That this Committee, without expressing an opinion 
on the details of the Milk and Dairies Bill, is of opinion 
that compensation in the case of animals slaughtered for 
tuberculosis in the public interest under the Order of 
the Board of Agriculture should be paid out of [mperial 
funds,” 

After further discussion, a Sub-committee was ap- 
pointed to consider and report to the full Committee 
upon the Milk and Datries Bill and the Order of the 
Board of Agriculture issued in conjunction therewith. 
—The Times. 


Horse Shooting Case at Sheringham. 


At Cromer Petty Sessions on Wednesday, June 2nd, 
George Knowles, Frederic Knowles, and Alfred Knowles, 
dealers, Sheringham, were charged by Inspector Robert 
Armstrong, R.S.P.C.A., with on 27th April wilfully 
obstructing him in the execution of his duty as one of 
the constables of the county of Norfolk. There was 
also a cross-summons by the defendants against John 
Bee, veterinary surgeon, Fakenbam, and Inspector Robt. 
Armstrong, Norwich, for cruelly illtreating a horse by 
shooting it at Sheringham on the same day. Mr. F. A. 
Bainbridge (Messrs. Mills and Reeve, Norwich) was for 
the R.S.P.C.A., and Mr. W. E. Keefe (Norwich) appear- 
ed for the brothers Knowles. 

Mr. Bainbridge, in opening the case, said the 
ings were taken under the provisions of the Prevention 
of Crimes Act, 1871, Section 12, and under the Preven- 
tion of Crimes Amendment Act, 1885, the section being 
amended to apply to all cases of wilfully obstructing any 
police-officer in the execution of his duty. Under that 
a person on conviction was liable to a penalty of £5, or, 
in default, no longer term of imprisonment than two 
months. He believed the summonses in this case were 
issued about May 19th, and about two weeks later the 
cross-summonses were taken ont against Inspector Arm- 
strong and Mr. Bee. The particular animal out of 
which the proceedings arose bad an unfortunate history. 
About February it was in the possession of a certain 


horse slaughterer, who retained it for about two months, 
and on 23rd April he caused it to be sent to Holt to be 
sold by auction. It was there purchased by Frederick 
Knowles for 25s. Proceedings were taken against the 
horse slaughterer and the man who was sent to drive the 
colt to Holt, at the Holt Petty Sessions about ten days 
ago, when the former was convicted and fined £5, with 
costs, and the latter 5s., with 19s. 6d. costs. After the 
sale at Holt the colt disappeared, and it was some days 
before it was traced to Sheringham. It was there on 
April 27th examined on Bunker's Hill by Mr. Bee, who 
certified that it was cruelty to keep it alive, and that it 
should be destroyed under the Injury to Animals Act, 
1907. The same day Inspector poo saw Fred. 
Knowles, and told him the contents of the veterinary 
surgeon’s certificate, and asked him if he wanted the 

1s brother said, and su uently [Inspector Armstrong, 
Mr. Bee, and Sergeant Palle saw the defendant Fred. 
Knowles on Bunker’s Hill, when, in reply to a question 
from the [nspector, Frederic Knowles gave his consent 
to the colt being killed. As there was no horse slangh- 
terer near, Mr. Bee offered to shoot the animal, and, 
Frederic Knowles consenting, Inspector Armstrong 
borrowed a double-barrelled gun and handed it to Mr. 
Bee for the purpose. Before, however, he had a chance 
of shooting the horse, the defenduant’s father said if it 
were his horse he would have it sent to his son-in-law 
at Yarmouth and have it shot there. Such a course, In- 
spector Armstrong pointed out, would be cruelty ; in- 
deed, it would be so to get it to the station, as it could 
only move abont on three legs. Then George and Alfred 
Knowles began shouting and making a noise, saying 
they would not have the colt killed. Frederic Knowles 
asked them to be quiet to give Mr. Beeachance. Mr. 
Bee got within seven or eight yards of thecolt and fired, 
hitting it in the head and bringing it down on its knees. 
Before he could get a second shot in, the three defend- 
ants all rushed round the colt, shouting at the top of 
their voices, and driving the other horses on the hill 
together, so that it was quite impossible for Mr. Bee to 
fire. Eventnally Mr. Bee did succeed in firing a second 
time, but that went wide. The constant shouting and 
halloaing had « most unnerving effect upon him, and 
after a third shot Inspector Armstrong sent for Mr. 
Oiley, who despatched the creature in two shots. He 
then called Inspector Armstrong and his other witnesses 
to bear out the foregoing. 

Mr. Bee said he had great experience in shooting in 
the open. The defendants got in front and by the side 
of him, and made it quite impossible to get his second 
oe in immediately on the colt going down on its 

nees. 

Sergeant I. Fuller and Police-constable Clarke also 
gave evidence. 

Mr. Keefe addressed the Court for his clients. He 
submitted that there was no shouting and no obstraction 
until after the third shot had been fired. He also, in 
dealing with the charge brought ‘against the veterinary 
surgeon and the inspector, described such action by men 
of their position and standing as worse than if the indi- 


-| viduals did Hot possess their knowledge or experience. 


He further dwelt on the non-necessity for despatchi 
the horse that day, and asserted that less cruelty woul 
have been caused by its removal to a place not in the 
open, such as was Bunker’s Hill. 

George Knowles said he was on Bunker's Hill, and 
heard his brother Fred. consent to the colt being de- 
stroyed. He saw Inspector Armstrong open the gun, as 
Mr. Bee had a difficulty in trying todo so. Neither he 
nor his brothers did anything to disturb Mr. Bee from 
aiming at the colt, Mr. Bee kept walking around it to 
get aim, and then fired about 20 yards distant. The 
first shot hit the forehead, the second the neck, and the 
third the knees, It was after the third shot that he 


| 
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told the police that if it was he who did that they would 
have the handcuffs on him and take him away, and he 
added, “If you don’t stop that man (Bee) I will take the 
gun from him.” Witness asked Mr. Bee if that was not 
cruelty, and he said “ Yes,” and that he would not shoot 
more. 

_ Cross-examined by Mr. Bainbridge : He did not hear 
Sergeant Fuller tell his brother Frederic not to remove 
the colt from Holt, neither did he know when or how it 
got to Sheringham. He did not threaten to knock Mr. 
Bee’s head off. All he said was after the third shot, 
that if he attempted to shoot any more he would take 
the gun from him. 

Alfred Knowles corroborated. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Bainbridge : He did not stand 
behind Mr. Bee when he fired. The gun going off 
caused the crowd to collect. There was no shouting. 
He did not hear Sergeant Fuller threaten to arrest him. 
Witness bought the cult at Holt. Sergeant Fuller did 
not speak to him about it, not did he know how it got to 
Sheringham. 

Frederic Knowles said he was on Bunker’s Hill! in the 
afternoon. He saw Mr. Bee shoot the colt three times. 
It was not until after the third shot that he said any- 
thing. None of them got into the line of fire to prevent 
Mr. Bee shooting the colt. He did not hear his brother 
George speaking to the inspector and Mr. Bee. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Bainbridge: The colt was 
frightened by the first shot, which caused it to walk 
about. Mr. Bee never got nearer than 20 yards to the 
colt. The horses kept walking about between the shots. 
There was about five minutes between each of the three 
shots. He went and chatted with some other chaps 
attracted by the shooting. Witness was about 60 yards 
away when the first two shots were fired. He -after- 
wards walked away with three or four other feliows. He 
did not hear Sergeant Fuller threaten to lock them up. 
Witness bought the colt at Holt. He did not know how 
the colt got to Sheringham. 

The Chairman: How did the colt get from Holt? It 
belonged to one of your family. 

Mr. Keefe suggested that his clients were not obliged 
to incriminate themselves. 

George Barker, a gardener, of Sheringham, said he 
was at work near Bunker’s Hill. He heard the shots 
fired. He was about 200 yards away. 

Cross-examined : He turned his attention in another 
direction. He then heard shouting, and, looking round, 
saw the colt being driven by the Knowles’s one way and 
the police another. 

John Shepherd, also a gardener, working in the 
neighbourheod of Bunker’s Hill, said he was about 300 
yards away from the man who had the gun. He heard 
a shot, and then saw the horse. He also heard some 
men shouting. They stood near a pony and cart. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Bainbridge: The shouts first 
attracted his attention. It was after that he heard a 
shot. He noticed the horse throw its head up, but could 
not see if it fell, as the view was hidden. 

Wm. John Pegg, ploughman, deposed to seeing the 
horse fall after the first shot. He saw some — 

He never heard what 


round other horses on the bill. 
was said. 

Cross-examined : He heard no shouting until after 
the third shot. He saw the nian who shot at it “ have 
another go at it when it got np.” He seemed to be 
about 15 or 20 yardsaway. He saw no one get between 
him and the horse. He saw two or three policemen 
about trying to head the horse up. He did not see the 
other horses moving about. 

Re-examined : He had nothing to do with the defen- 
dants. “They are no relations of mine,” said he, “and 
I aren’t o’ theirs.” (Laughter.) 

Laurence Linder said he saw Inspector Armstrong 


and Mr. Bee on Bunker’s Hill, and heard Fred. Knowles 
give his consent to the slaughter of the pony. He kept 
there while the first two shots were fired. 

Cross-examined: He heard no shouting during the 
time he was there. 

Mr. Low, veterinary surgeon, Norwich, orm to 
seeing the carcase of the colt at Aylmerton, and to later 
making a closer examination of the parts at Norwich. 
Proceeding to describe what he found, he said there was 
evidence of four different charges having been fired. He 
found shot had just penetrated the skin of the knee, 
possibly at a distance of 20 yards. He also found evi- 
dence in the head of shot there. One shot went in a 
glancing direction and penetrated the eye. There was 
also a shot behind the ears, evidently at close quarters, 
which was the fatal one. Witness at this stage passed 
up a photograph to the magistrates, and also produced 
in court the skull of the defunct animal. He considered 
that the colt should not have been shot in the open, but 
only after being first secured. In his opinion it could 
not have been killed by the No. 4 shot used. 

Cross-examined : He agreed that the animal was in- 
curable. He had never heard of one having been shot 
unsecured. 

Mr. Keefe : The witness Olley, who did kill it, said he 
had shot a horse at 15 yards’ distance. 

Witness : That would be impossible. He also con- 
sidered it would have caused less suffering to have got 
the colt from the open. 

The magistrates then retired to consider the cases, 
and after some absence from court, the Chairman said 
they had decided to dismiss the case against John Bee 
and Inspector Armstrong. With regard to that against 
George, Frederic, and Alfred Knowles, there had been a 
considerable conflict of evidence, that the Bench were 
satistied that there was no interference before the first 
shot was fired. After very careful consideration of the 
rest of the evidence they had decided to dismiss the 
case against those three men and to make no order as to 
costs.— EHastern Evening News. 


THANKS TO ELECTORS. 


To the Fellows and Members of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Gentlemen, 

I thank you for the honour you have done me in re- 
turning me at the head of the poll. 

I take it that you have supported me, firstly, because 
you desire to have the Bill passed; secondly, because 
you approve of the proposed additional degree ; and 
finally, that you still approve of my work in the Council, 
assured that I have no selfish ends to attain, but simply 
wish to do all in my power to promote the true interest 
of the profession to which I was trained in my y uth, 
and to which I am devoted. 

My constant endeavour will be to show myself worthy 
of your confidence.—I am, gentlemen, yours, etc. 

W. Owen WILLIAMs. 


Gentlemen, 

I beg to tender my heartiest thanks to all friends 
and supporters who gave me their votes at the recent 
election of Council, and to assure them that it will 
be my endeavour to further the best interests of our 
profession in every possible way. 

Many thanks also to yon, sir, for the able way in 
which you supported the Conncil and its work.— 

Yours faithfully, Joun McKrinna. 

Huddersfield, 
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Farmers and the New Bill 


At a meeting of the Council of the Devon Farmers 
Union at Exeter on Friday, 4th inst., Mr. J. W. Spear 
presiding, the Sub-Committee appointed to consider the 
provisions of the Veterinary Surgeons Act, 1881, and 
the proposed Amendment Bill, presented their report 
and recommended that the following resolution be 

and forwarded to the Prime Minister, the Board 
of Agriculture, and the Members of Parliament for the 


County :— 

“(1) That Section 17, Sub-section 1, of the Veterinary 
Su s Act of 1881, be amended so as to conform Pew 
pe to the yey penal clauses in the Medical 
Act, 1858, ¢.e., that the following words in second last 
line of Sub-section be omitted, namely “or of any 
branch thereof,” and (2) that a clause be added to the 
Act providing that prosecutions for alleged illegal prac- 
tice under the Veterinary Surgeons Act be subject to 
the sanction of the Board of iculture and Fisheries 
and of the Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Education in Ireland.” 

The report was adopted, on the motion of Mr. J. R. T. 
Kingwell, seconded by Mr. W. Tremlett. 


ARMY VETERINARY SERVICE. 


Extract from London Gazette, 
War Orrice, WHITEHALL, June 4. 


TERRITORIAL Force. UNATTAcHED List. 
ee. H. C. Harrison, from the 7th Lancashire 
R.G.A. (Vols)., to be Vet.-Capt., with precedence as in 
the Volunteer Force. 
Vet.-Lieut. E. E Seldon, from the Royal Wiltshire 
{Prince of Wales’ Own Royal Reg.) L.Y., to be Vet.-Lieut. 
with precedence as in 1.Y. Dated April 1, 1908). 


CORRESPONDENCE 


THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


Sir, 

It is to be regretted that so much valuable time was 
occupied at the recent meeting in discussing the unfortu- 
nate Amendment Bill which has so little chance of being 
proceeded with at present. I recollect, before the existing 
Act was passed, what a great fear prevailed lest any exist- 
ing practitioner might, by any chance, be able to style him- 
selfa veterinary surgeon. It seems rather contradictory 
for any body of men to desire an Act in 190% to correct an 
error (?) made a few years earlier; yet it is now proposed 
that ‘‘All persons duly registered as existing practitioners 
shall be entitled to style themselves veterinary surgeons.’’ 

By an expenditure in carrying on the examinations, out 
of all proportion to the College income, the funds are at 
length in a very sorry plight. 

In the annual report it is stated that certain ‘‘ Ariny 
schemes’’ have been under consideration, but without 
definite result. In common with many other members who 
are desirous that the profession shall take its proper and 
accustomed place in every organisation for the defence of 
the Empire, I consider the situation highly unsatisfactory. 
If the Committee appointed by the Council find the 
“‘schemes’'’ impracticable—and from my own experiences 
while in 8. Africa of their author’s methods and ideas I 
can quite understand is the case—it should be their business 
to formulate some workable arrangement which, without 
doubt, would be gratefully adopted by the Army Council 
to the advantage of the State and the credit of our 
profession. 

Like many others, I refrained from voting at the recent 
election, for although I cannot support the Bill I ama firm 
believer in the honesty and earnestness of those who do so. 
I entertain a feeling of gratitude to every present and past 
Member of Council, and the hope that differences of opinion 
may never alter friendship.— Yours very truly, 

Newbury, June 8. A. Hupanp. 


OUR SOCIAL POSITION. 
ir, 


I have read with much interest Mr. Trevor Spencer's 
Presidential address at the Midland Counties V.M.A., and 
his remarks upon our ‘‘ social standing.’’ Why a veterin- 
ary surgeon, because he attends the dumb creation, and has 
at times, to use Mr. Spencer’s words, to take his coat off, 
should not be able to take his place amongst educated and 
scientific men and in Society, F really cannot imagine. 

Granted the value of human life is greater than animal, 
but that is no reason why graduates of the R.C.V.S. should 
not be gentlemen, and quite the social equal of the medical 
profession. There are plenty of members of the R.C.V.8. 
who had the opportunity of becoming medical practitioners, 
but preferred the veterinary profession. The class of re- 
cruits entering the veterinary profession are quite as good, 
and in a large nnmber of instances better than the medical 
profession, and leave the colleges knowing that they will be 
expected to perform at times hard manual labour, but 
nevertheless are fitted to take their places in society. 

If we as a profession are contented to stand in the back- 
ground, we shall for ever be looking for social status instead 
of advancing, which I, for one, sincerely hope the veterinary 
profession will do scientifically, educationally, and socially 
—Yours truly, 

Okehampton. 6. P. 


OUR ANNUAL. 


“Vis Unita erc.”’ put Fiat Justiria.’’ 
Sir, 

All’s well that ends well, and no doubt our annual meet- 
ing did end well as far as promises and the courtesy of our 
President were concerned, but the principal subject of the 
meeting—opposition to the proposed Bill—met with scant 
justice, and it surprises me above measure that those eight 
gentlemen, who we say were elected under false pretences, 
should quietly submit to teke their not unsullied seats with- 
out uttering a single protest to the accusation ; they had, it 
is true a champion, who threw down the smooth but mailed 
glove, who royally endeavoured to draw the red herring of 
sentiment across the track of truth. What a change! I 
mind the time, not many years ago, when this champion 
was a free lance, ready at all times to do battle for the op- 
pressed, a good honest Radical, called a ‘‘spade a spade "’ 
and not a (shuffle), who didn’t always think that an earnest 
minority must be mis-directed, but now, well, to ‘‘ Public 
spirit, its own cure, a Crown’’ has been given, circum- 
stances alter us, laurels, well earned, are showered down, 
and a more complacent view comes over us. 

I know my friend will pardon my criticism ; he and I have 
been old acquaintances for years, have seen the ups and 
downs of life (although the downs persistently remain with 
one of us). He has had the candour to tell me my manner 
was distinctly aggressive, and so it is; he even twitted me 
on my supposed ignorance as to the R.A.S. and the H.A.S. 

Pardon me, sir, if I am wasting your valuable space in 
personalities, but Mr. Hunting made a great mistake when 
he said we could turn out our Councillors when we liked. I 
should like to know how, except by resorting to violent 
measures, which would probably be abortive if the tactics of 
the present majority were employed. 

This brings me to the melancholy aspect presented by 
the apathy of the majority of the profession in the matter 
of politics. Really no word of contempt is too strong for 
those who,-persistently, year after year, hold themselves 
aloof from all interests of the calling. Take, for example, 
the attendance at the meeting. Where were the two 
thousand odd voters? These delinquents deserve nothi 
better than to be over-ridden by quacks, their careless 
sordid indifference to the welfare of the profession to which 
they owe their all, show them to be absolutely wanting in 
that true pride which helps to raise any calling in public 
esteem. 

I noticed that one or two of the speakers got, as Mr. 
Hunting puts it, mixed. One was glad to think all the can- 
didates who had supported the Bill were elected, accused 
the opponents of wishing to shirk the guinea, even oe age 
unworthy motives of self in their opposition, thinks the 


| 
| 
H 


844 THE VETERINARY RECORD 


June 12, 1909 


guinea would help te put down immorality, at the same 
time accuses some person unknown—I trust it is not one of 
the recently-elected—of circularising his clients when 
actually occupying the Chair of the College; he finishes by 
asking what alternative the opposers have? My reply is— 
give them a chance. ys 

I’m told the Bill had a father, doubtless an ‘‘ angel of 
light,’’ and we who are not disposed to reseive all the in- 
consistences of the prodigy, are warned against ac 28 
the ‘‘ mis-statements of one man’’ who must be the 
incarnate.’’ But, sir, we only want justice for the pless 
few, and let me hope, in conclusion, that wiser counsels 
will prevail, that we may yet make a joint effort to return 
to peace and goodwill, and to produce a practical Bill that 
shall advance the profession in every way without inflicting 
hardship on those who are honestly struggling for exis- 
tence.— Yours truly, Henry Dyer. 

Knightsbridge, June 7. 


BELATED EXPLANATIONS. 


Sir, 
~ Will you-kindly allow me the use of your esteemed 
Journal in order to thank the 665 Fellows and Members of 
the profession who gave me—an opponent of the Bill—their 
votes at the recent election. Although unsuccessful I am 
not downhearted, as the election has at least shown one fact, 
viz., that the strength of the profession for and against the 
roposed Bill as it now stands—practically a purely money 
Bill is far more evenly divided than the supporters of the 
Bill have stated. The original figures were stated to be 
1,288 in favour of a registration fee of one guinea, 55 in 
favour of a fee of half-a-guinea, and 368 opposed to any fee 
at all, or 1,343 (78°5 per cent.) for a fee, and 368 (21°5 per 
cent.) against it. The figures given to show the result of 
the recent election do not show the actual number of Fel- 
lows and Members in the profession who voted,. but by 
adding up the total votes given for the supporters and op- 
ments of the proposed Bill respectively, they show that 
.931 (59°5 per cent.) votes were given for a fee, whilst 
4,722 (40°5 per cent.) votes were given against it. I regret 
exceedingly that the supporters of the Bill had to hood- 
wink the profession by means of a gross mis-statement of 
fact in order to obtain their majority, but am glad to know 
that even after the use of such a subterfuge the opponents 
of the Bill obtained more than two-fifths of the total votes 
iven at the election. Iam still an opponent of the Bill 
use I do not consider that the majority of the Council 
has any just right to compulsorily extract a registration 
fee from a present member of the profession who does not 
to pay it. Considering the amount of opposition to 
the Bill both in and out of the veterinary profession, fur- 
ther considering the bad feeling engendered by the promo- 
tion of the Bill between country practitioners and their 
clients, and again, bearing in mind that the veterinary pro- 
fession in order to advance its own interests professionally, 
socially and pecuniarily, is much more likely to do so by 
having the support and friendship of agriculturalists rather 
than their opposition, I still think the Council of the 
R.C.V.S. will be well advised in withdrawing a Bill which 
has divided the veterinary profession, has made for the pro- 
fession a host of enemies, and which proposes to do little 
or nothing for the present Fellows and Members except 
take their money out of their pockets and jeopardise their 
present powers under the Act of 1881. There are, more- 
over, various matters recently mentioned in the pages of 
the veterinary journals which want considering by the 
Council and the profession, and which probably want in- 
cluding in any Bill promoted by the profession in Parlia- 
ment. By withdrawing the present Bill and reconsidering 
the whole matter, by soliciting suggestions for a new Bill 
from other members of the profession than those inside the 
Council, by putting all the suggestions in a concise and 
intelligent manner before each member of the profession, 
by telling the profession clearly and truthfully in what 
directions it is proposed to spend the increased income 
should the registration fee be imposed, by taking the whole 
profession into the confidence of the Council, by taking a 
vote of the profession upon each suggestion seriatim and 
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dealing with each according to the wishes of the majority 
for or against, then I think the Council would be taking a 
wise course and would be truly consulting, and acting 
according to the mandete of, the profession. Any such 
course has not been tal .in regard to the present Bill, 
hence its opposition and the paucity of its proposed 

Thanking you in anticipation kindly inserting this 

J. 8. Luoyp. 


Sheffield, June 7. 


aa VETERINARY SURGEONS’ AMENDMENT ACT 
ir, 
From your editorial comments on the election I note one 
conspicuous omission. viz., any reference to the statement 
made by the eight retiring members of Council that the 
opponents of the Bill ‘‘are now demanding that Clause 17 
of our present Act (the clause which enables your Council 
to prosecute quacks and gives the veterinary surgeon the 
exclusive right to sue for fees) be rescinded.’’ 

That was the determing factor in the election. Were it 
true, nothing could be more damaging to the opponents of 
the Bill. It represents the opponents of the Bill as rene- 
gades, false to their own colleagues, and conspiring with an 
outside body to injure their own own profession. I credit 
the eight members of Council who signed the above state- 
ment with sufficient intelligence to recognise all this. Cir- 
cumstances suggest that they recognised it very clearly. It 
was therefore incumbent on them as honest men carefully 
to consider on what evidence the statement rested, or if in 
fact it rested on any evidence at all, and doubly incumbent 
on them as honourable men and gentlemen not only to 
avoid the use of a false statement, but to avoid using any 
statement at allin an unfair way. This is not a question of 
a mere inadvertence ; still less of a difference of opinion : 
the consequences involved are too serious for that. It is a 
question ofa statement which is either true, resting on clear 
evidence and capable of proof to demonstration, or of a 
malicious libel invented to destroy the professional reputa- 
tion of those involved, equally damaging with statements. 
for which Courts of Law daily award heavy damages, and 
only saved from coming within the purview of those courts: 
because it attacks not a single man but a class. 

There is no question that the statement was made by the 
eight members of Council then retiring ; there is little ques- 
tion that it was made with a full knowledge of its serious- 
ness and a clear anticipation of the effect it would produce 
on the profession, and there is no room tu doubt, as 
shown by the elections, that it produced that effect. 

The last question remains—Was it true? The opponents. 
of the Bill have now on three public occasions challenged 
its truth in terms of unmistakable import ; they have called 
on its authors to produce their evidence and prove their 
case ; they have shown that if there is a jot or a tittle of 
truth in the words of these eight members of Council it is 
their clear and unavoidable duty to substantiate their charge 
before the profession. And the persons so challenged have 
done—What? Nothing. Absolutely nothing. 

It is not, however, by conspiracies of silence that ques- 
tions of this kind can be settled. There isa Court of Public 
Opinion as well as Courts of Law, and those called before 
its bar must either justify their cause or suffer judgment in 
default. The defendants have been called three times. 
Will they even now enter the box ard defend themselves, or 
be rightfully set down by all honourable men in that cate- 
gory reserved for persons who knowingly disseminate state- 
ments opposed to fact ?—Your obedient servant, 

A. W. 

56 New Bond Street, W. 

June 9th. 


ComMouNIcATIONS AND Papers Recervep.—Messrs. A. L. 
Butters, J.S.Lloyd, W.O. Williams, T.A.Huband, 
H. Dyer, J.T. Ainslie Walker. F.S. P. 

Memorandum as to conditions of service in the special 
reserve of officers, Army Veterinary Corps. 


Sydney Morning Herald, Eastern Daily Press. 
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